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Unprecedented spatial, temporal, and angular
resolution of VSFs in the natural environment
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A new way to understand VSFs: an inversion

approach (Zhang et al. 2011; 2012; 2013; 2014.
wardowsk| et aI 2012)

Czersk| et aI 2011.
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Monterey Bay Mobile Bay Camhinad
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Proposed work under PACE -~
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An example to illustrate the proposed work
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Forward modeling
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Connections with other groups

e \VSFs dataset — IOPs data

* Inversion technique — IOP inversion
* Polarization
* The general technique can also be applied to absorption inversion

* BRDF — Atmospheric group

* Ultimate scientific question to be addressed
* Biogeochemical origin in spectral b,



